or COUNSEL 
LISA F. CAMPILONGO 
EDWARD L. BLUM 


ANDREW H. WILSON 
STEPHEN C. RYAN* 
JEANNETTE D. LEJARDI 
STUART A. KNOWLES 
ANNE R. WOODS 
LINDA M. FONG 
SHAUNA T. RAJKOWSKI 


WTI )N, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 

A PEOFZSSIONAX LAW COEPOEATION 

235 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 450 
SALS' FEANCISCO, CAJLIEOENTA 94104 
(413) 391-3900 
TELECOPY’ (415) 954-0938 


•certified taxation specialist 

CALIFORNIA BOARD OF LEGAL SPECIALIZATION 


March 9, 1992 


Via Facsimile #456-5318 


Ford Greene, Esq. 

'J2.1 Sir Frances Drake Boulevard 
San Anselmo, CA 94960—1949 

Re* Church of Scientology International v. Armstrong, 
Our File No. SCI02-003 


Dear Mr. Greene: 

I am writing in reply to your letter of March 9, 1992 
received in this office at 3:28 p.m. 

That letter admits your service of the notice for the 
Martin samueX' deposition after the service of the notice for Mr. 
Armstrongs deposition. In fact, I did make an attempt to contact 
vSS office by phone on March 5. The phone was answered by your 
Lcuprina machine and I left no message. I instructed our process 
“rar?! telephone your office on several occasions the j£ternoon 
of March 5 and during the day on March 6 prior to attempting 
service I am informed that he did so, that your phone was 
answered by machine on all those occasions, and that he served the 
notices by hand at approximately 3:30 p.m. 

I find your position extremely curious. On Friday Y°v 
believed you had the tiSe to prepare for and take the deposition of 
Mr Samuels on March 18. When you received my correspondence today 

you decided that being required to spend that time der ^^|, ’ 
* / _ _ .l.*}-- a- Vprv came day would. const i.uuxs 

^harassment." I am growing weary of your continual mewling about 
harassment and your protestations over supposed infringements of 
ySS cU^nt's constitutional rights, while you do everything 
oossible to delay resolution of this matter on the merits and to 
prevent legitimate discovery which would aid that resolution. 
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Our notice was served first and has priority over yours. 
You had the time to take Mr. Samuels' deposition; you have the time 
to defend Mr. Armstrong's. I previously offered to re-schedule Mr. 
Armstrong's deposition to an earlier time, an offer which X re¬ 
affirm here. Failing that, we expect Mr. Armstrong to appear for 
deposition as noticed. 


Very truly yours, 

WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 



AHW-0300.LTR:pan 
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